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Remarks 

Claims 1 to 2 1 are pending. 

aaims 1-21 stand xejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Number 6,548,145 to Joedicke ("Joedicke") in view of U.S. Patent Number 3,479,201 to Sloan 
rSloan'O. 

The Examiner states that Joedicke teaches using a metal flake on the outer surface of a 
roofing granule coating in order to have a metallic appearance. The Examiner fiirther states that 
Sloan teaches using precoats with titanium dioxide as a pigment to seal a granule and prevent 
staining. The Examine asserts that it would have been obvious to one of skill in the art to use 
the titanium dioxide of Sloan on the granule of Joedicke to seal the granule and prevent staining. 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness* three basic criteria must be met. First, 
there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the reference or to 
combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success. 
Finally, the prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim 
limitations. The teaching or suggestion to make the claimed combination and tiie reasonable 
expectation of success must both be found in the prior art, and not based on Applicant's 
disclosuie. 

However, contrary to the Examiner's assertion, the references fail to teach each element 
of the inventioiL The Joedicke reference discusses q)pearance of the final granule (reflection in 
the visible), not the reflection of the infared. Reflection in the visible is generally less than 750 
nm. The present application is directed to reflection of at least about 20% at substantially all 
points in the wavelength range between 770 and 2500 nm. Therefore, Joedicke does not teach 
the element of the reflection as claimed in the present application. Nothing in Sloan cures this 
failure in Joedicke. 

The rejection of claims 1-21 under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Joedicke 
in view of Sloan has been overcome and should be withdrawn. 
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h view of &e above, it is submitted that the ^plication is in condition for allowance. 
Reconsideration of the t|>plication is requested. 

Allowance of claims 1-21 » as amended, at an early date is solicited. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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